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GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


DR. J. H. CLARKE'S MATERIA MEDICA. 


SIR,—I see in your last issue that Dr. Richard Hughes 
finds himself obliged to condemn your Materia Medica 
on the ground of its not distinguishing between cured and 
pathogenetic symptoms. The criticism appears at first 
sight just, and I feel sure is one that it was painful for 
Dr. Hughes to make, knowing as he did the immense 
amount of labour the work had cost you and the other- 
wise meritorious and enterprising nature of your great 
undertaking, for such it must certainly be considered. 

But it is evident a criticism may be just, it may even 
be deserved, and yet may be extremely mischievous. Dr. 
Hughes, as I understand him, considers that however 
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excellent your work may be it does not represent 
homeopathy. 

This is a kind of statement that I wish to protest 
against with all the energy I can muster, and all the 
more as it is being constantly reiterated in homeopathic 
circles. Dr. Hughes and his allies, the British Homeo- 
pathic Society and the Monthly Homeopathic Review, 
aim at building up a materia medica composed only of 
symptoms that have been produced upon the healthy. 
This is their object, and it appears at first sight to be a 
most praiseworthy one. And so it is if they confined 
themselves to this and to this alone. 

But when they proceed to condemn all work in homeo- 
pathy other than what comes up to their own ideal they 
act in a manner that is most prejudicial to the advance- 
ment of scientific medicine. As matters stand, it is 
insisted on that homeopathy must supply the dry bones, 
and the dry bones alone, in the shape of pathogenetic 
symptoms, and that the work of making these dry bones 
live must be left to allopathy and to allopathy alone. 
That this is really the outcome of their teaching is 
evident from the progress of medical science during the 
last few years. The works of Ringer, Lauder Brunton, 
Phillips, and all modern writers on materia medica are 
seized upon with avidity, though it is well recognised that 
the best part of these are little but “ Pictures from 
Provings,’ and without the decency of acknowledgment. 
These crypto-homeopathic works are read and welcomed 
by all homeopaths, but the moment one of their own body 
undertakes any similar work and openly gives credit to 
the sources of his information his work is at once con- 
demned. The work of making the dry bones live must 
be left to the men who ignore the existence of the indis- 
pensable dry bones ! Hitherto our materia medicas have 
given us the scantiest possible description of the com- 
position, appearance, botanical features, and other details 
of the crude substances from which our remedies were 
taken, the idea being that it mattered not from whence 
the drug was taken, as dilutions only of it were to be 
used. 

But in your Materia Medica the attractive feature 
is that every drug is rendered familiar by the special 
features attaching to it outside of its mere pathogenesis. 
It is very obvious that the more familiar we can be with 
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the sources and surroundings of our remedies in their 
natural states the better. 

It is of enormous advantage to feel at home with our 
instruments and to be in every way interested in them. 
Some years ago I mentioned to a friend the difficulty I 
had in finding the simillimum for noises in the head and 
the fact that patients described their noises in accordance 
with their surrounding. Thus, for example, I remarked 
that Sir William Wilde observed that the old women in 
Ireland were in the habit of telling him that “ all the 
tay-kittles in Ireland were a-bilin’ in their ears” ;_ to 
which my friend very aptly replied, “ Yes, and if you 
did find the symptom it mightn't be ' tea-kettles, and 
even then it mightn't be /rish ones, so that you would 
have to look further for a true similumum.” And this 
little anecdote illustrates largely the ridiculous position 
into which the modern school seeks to drive all workers 
in homeopathy by their hyper-criticism. First of all 
really healthy provers must be selected, then they must 
be kept under observation for weeks before the proving 
commences, then the proving must be made with large 
and continuous doses of the medicines, and only those 
symptoms are to be recorded that come on immediately 
upon the administration of the drug, thereby rendering 
them as unlike the symptoms of disease as can possibly 
be, and from these symptoms, and these symptoms alone, 
must our materia medica be built up. 

But the sad feature of the whole business is the ill- 
concealed detestation manifested by these parties to any 
kind of work done for the promotion of scientific thera- 
peutic procedures if such procedures be in any way to 
the advantage of homeopathy. 

Most truly yours, 
August 3, 1900. ROBERT T. COOPER. 


